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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
10/28/08 has been entered. Claims 1-50 are cancelled. Claims 51-80 are presented for 
examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 51-80 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Odom 
et al. (6,058,379), in view of Purcell (6,081,789), in further view of Porat et al. 
(7,330,826 B1). 

Odom et al. shows, figures 2 and 5, a real-time network exchange system with 
embodied computer program. Referring to figure 2, in step 205, commodity information 
is entered by the seller, (a form providing details on products or services) In step 210, 
the listing information is made accessible to the public, (submitting the form to prompt 
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the submission of bids) This may include posting information on a world wide web page, 
(a site on the network) Bids are not transmitted to the host if they are irrelevant. In one 
embodiment, step 505, the system checks to see if the bidder is an authorized bidder, 
(authenticating an identity of the buyer, the bid is not processed to the seller if this is not 
done.) Irrelevant bids may be bids that are less than the current "best" bid. In order to 
determine if the bid is relevant or not, the system determines what the seller's goal is 
(categorizing or ranking based on a predetermined criteria) (price, location (geography), 

etc.) and then determines if the bid is more desirable to the seller than the current "best" 
bid. If it is, it replaces the "best" bid and the seller may be notified (displaying the 
categorized bids to the sellers) of the new highest bid. If it is not, the bid is disregarded. 
Notification may include a bid identifier, an amount and other information. New "best" 
bids may be broadcast to all participants in the exchange (receiving offers from the 
sellers and displaying the offers to the buyers). If a potential purchaser owns the "best" 
bid, he may also be notified of this status. In step 225, the negotiations between the 
seller and all bidding parties are concluded. Negotiations may be concluded by 
expiration of the predefined exchange time, through seller intervention, through a match 
being achieved or other events (interactive, adapted to facilitate negotiations). In step 
230, clearing process is performed (closing transaction). 

The exchange provider 100 is considered to be the enterprise. 

From column 7, lines 56-61, in addition to being internal or external, the clearing 
may also be direct or indirect. Direct clearing would be used when the items are directly 
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transferred between the buyer's and the seller's accounts (banks). Indirect clearing 
would be used when items are transferred to a third party or placed in escrow. (In either 
case, the limitation of "sending payment from the bank to the seller through the 
enterprise" is met.) 

Odom et al. shows all of the limitations of the claims except for specifying 
the use of an identifier and password for the buyer and except for checking credit and 
receiving secondary documents. 

Purcell teaches, figure 2, an automated and independently accessible inventory 
information exchange system. Once the system for managing the information is 
established, access must be facilitated to both sellers and buyers. As previously 
described, the host and manager of this system will want only those entities who are 

approved subscribers to have access. Therefore, an initial step of both sellers and 
buyers is to solicit authorization for admission into the system from the host 
administrator or access approvers 12 (for sellers), 15 (for buyers). In an Internet 
environment, this authorization will be sought electronically by accessing the website or 
access gates 13, 16 that act as an interface between the information management 
system and the outside world. After a buyer or seller is approved for access, they will 
be issued an identifier such as an identification number or name for use when seeking 
access to the management system through the website. As a further security measure 
and as is common to many access-upon-request systems, a complimentary password 
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will also be issued that doubly insures that those parties accessing the information 
exchange system have been previously authorized by the host, (column 9, lines 14-33) 

Based on the teaching of Purcell, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to modify Odom et al. to incorporate 
the use of an identifier and password for the buyer in order to facilitate access to the 
buyers. 

Applicant's own specification, pages 1-2, teaches the admitted prior art or 
"conventional" use of a letter of credit in order to facilitate international trade. The 
description includes checking credit, a third party local bank, and invoice 
documentation. Line 24 recites "A letter of credit is usually an irrevocable undertaking 
by a bank to pay the beneficiary of the letter, The examiner asserts that it is 
inherent that a bank (the third party) would check a credit before issuing an irrevocable 
undertaking. 

Based on the discussion above, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to modify the "chat option" of Odom 
et al. system to specify that the real-time communication link may be used to directly 
and electronically transmit and receive the documents and information to implement the 
steps of a letter of credit in order to facilitate international trade. 

Odom et al., in view of Purcell et al. do not explicitly teach receiving bids from a buyer, 
the bids detailing product or service requirements including goods description and 
quantity, wherein the bids do not include a proposed price; receiving bids offers within 
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the framework from the sellers in response to the bids, wherein the bid offers include a 
proposed price. 

However, Porat et al. teach receiving bids from a buyer, the bids detailing product or 
service requirements including goods description and quantity, wherein the bids do not 
include a proposed price (see e.g. col. 26 lines 44-67, col. 27-29); receiving bids offers 
within the framework from the sellers in response to the bids, wherein the bid offers 
include a proposed price (see e.g. figs. 38 and 42). 

Although Odom et al. address the practice of "best bid". Porat et al. further emphasize 
the commonality of such practice in the business (see e.g. col. 31, lines 48-50 - the 
system also provides an automated recommender to help the buyer identify the best 
offers according to the buyer's preferences). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Odom and Purcell, in include the steps wherein the buyers' bids do not include a 
proposed price and the seller's bid offers include a proposed price, as taught by Porat et 
al., in order to provide buyers with competing sellers' offers, minimize their search for 
products/services and allow them to make the best/ more profitable decision. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 10/28/08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The specific arguments regarding "whether the buyer or the seller submits 
the proposed price "and "presenting the buyer with the best deal" are all addressed in 
the rejection via Porat et al. Please see the new rejection. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LUNA CHAMPAGNE whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7177. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:30 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Florian Zeender can be reached on (571) 272-6790. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Luna Champagne/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3627 

December 14, 2008 
/F. Ryan Zeender/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3627 



